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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of the 
United States of America, the French Ree 
public, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
against Herman Wilhelm Goering et al, 
Defendants, sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, 
on 6 February 1916, 1000-1245, Lord 
Justice Lawrence presiding, 

M. FAURE: If it please the Tribunal, Me. Gerthoffer Will now present 
the brief concerning the pillage of art works, 

Me GERTHOFFER: The Economic Section of the French Delegation prepared 
an exposition or a statement concerning the pillage of works of art in the 
occupied countries of Westem Europe. In order to cut short, in this 
presentation == we had thought that we would not present this, in the session 
of the 22nd of January, but we were holding ourselves at the disposal of the 
Tribunal if they considered it necessary for this to be presented at a later 
date. However, since on the 31st of January, the American Prosecution 
informed us that the Defendant Rosenberg intended to maintain that the artistic 
treasures were only collected in order to be protected, we consider, from 
the documents which we have at the disposal of the Court, that there is no 
possible interpretation of mere protection, that this was true spoliation, 

I am at the Tribunalts disposal to prove this, in the brief, which I will eut 
short as much as Possible, and in Submitting the documents which we have 
collected, 

If the Tribunal wishes, I shall make a very rapid statement. 

Mr. President and gentlemen. The pillage of art works presents a 
cultural aspect, which I will not 8° Over again since it was brought out by 
Colonel Storey on the 18th of December, 1945. I shall simply regard the 
Subject from the economic point of viewin order not to take up the general 
Pillage of the works of art in Western Europe. 

As the Tribunal recognizes, the Nazi leaders, or the Reich leaders, 
seized principally, in a Systematic way, works of art belonging to private 
citizens, most often under the pretext that these citizens were Israelites, 


Thus, they procured for themselves a very exact means of exchange, In 


Belgium, in Holland, in Luxembourg, and in France, from art galleries, public 
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collections as well as private collections, old furniture, porcelain and 
jewelry were stolen, 

This was not merely individual spoliation, the pillaging by soldiers, 
which one finds in all wars, and as we still find examples; this campaign 
of spoliation was carried out in a systematic and disciplined manner. The 
methods used were diverse. The whim or the personal act of individuals could 
be carried out only in the measure in which it seconded the execution of the 
plan prepared by the National Socialistleaders, even before the month of June 
1940. The official organization for pillaging was principally the Special 
General Staff of Minister Rosenberg for the Occupied Territories of Western 
Europe and of the Netherlands, If this organization was not the only agent, 
it was the most important, 

Colonel Storey has already drawn the attention of the Tribunal to this 
criminal attitude. The will or the desire of seizing works of art, as well 
as material wealth, was the foundation of the policy of National Socialist 
expansione The attitude in Poland of the Defendant Frank has already given 
sufficient proof, 

Beginning with the invasion of Western Europe, the idea of protecting 
this valuable booty appears. In their haste and their desire to seize as 
much as they could, several parallel authorities carried out confiscations; 
the military authorities first, either indirectly as in Holland, with the 
special services of the Devis enschutzkommando , or directly, as was the case 
in France, with the service called Artistic Protection, The civil authorities 
then, paralleling this, were entrusted with the same mission, whether it 
concerned the German Embassy in Paris or in the low countries, or the Office 
of Eneny Property in Holland, depending upon the Reich Commissar, This 
plurality of jurisdiction, moreover, survived the establishment of the 
Rosenberg General Staff, 

This is the first phase of the pillage of art works, According to the 
official Correspondence, as well as the Statements of Otto Abetz, the initiative 
may be imputed to the Minister of Foreign Affairs, and this initiative thus 
comes from the Defendant Ribbentrop, 


This first phase lasted from the entrance of the Germans into the 
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couhtries of Western Europe until the month of October 1940, The second 
phase began with the appearance of the Special General Staff of Rosenberge 
It enters on the scene under the patronage of the Defendant Goering, and 
henceforth this latter must be considered culpable of the pillage 
operations. 

Towards July, 1942, a third phase arose in the history of the Special 
General Staff, The principal culprit is the Defendant Alfred Rosenberg. 
fhe activities of the Special General Staff did not stop in Europe until the 
liberation. On the one hand, the archives of the Rosenberg Department fell 
into the hands of the French Army s On the other hand, another part, mich 
had withdrawn to Fuessen, was seized by the American Army, which also 
collected the archives of the accused Rosenberg. 

Such is the origin of the documents PS which are submitted to the 
Tribunal, 

The seizure of art works began with the entrance of the German troops 
into Holland, Belgium and France, In Paris, beginning with the month of 
June, there was a service of the Embassy directed by von Kunsberg and Dre 
Dirksen, parallel to a technical service of the Military Governor directed 
by Count Wolff Metternich, The order of seizure envisaged, thus flouting 
the Hague Convention, not only public property, but private property as well, 

The accused Keitel gave, on the 30th of June 1940, an order to General 
von Bokelberg, Military Governor of Paris, I submit a copy of this order 
under the number 1301, Here it is: 

"The Fuehrer has, according to the report of the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, given the order for seizing, along with art objects, those ob jects 
of historical value in the possession of the French State, and also to seize 
the art works and objects of historical interest in private Possession, 
especially in the possession of the Jews. This must not be considered an 
expropriation, but a transfer under our guard as a guarantee for the peace 


negotiations," 


Identical measures soon were taken in Holland, in Belgium, and in 


Luxembourg, Be 
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THE PRESIDENT: That was 1301, was it not? 

Me GERTHOFFER: Yes, the first document was 1301, 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 

Me GERTHOFFER: The document 1302, which was discovered by the 


American Army and which was registered under the 
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number 137-PS, concerns the accused Keitel, dated the Sth of July, 190: 

"Reichsleiter Rosenberg suggested to the Fuchrer the following: 

"le State libraries and archives must be searched to find documents 
of value for Germany. 

We The Chancellery, the high authorities of the Church, and 
Masonic Orders will be searched to find the proof of the political 
maneuvers directed against us, and the material in question will be seized. 

"The Fuehrer ordered that this suggestion be followed up, that the 
Gestapo, aided by the Archive Specialists of Reichsleiter Rosenberg, be in 
charge of the search. 

"The Chief of the Security Police SS, SS Gruppenfuehrer Heydrich, has 
been informed. He will get in touch with the competent military commander 
to carry out this order. 

"$hese measures will be carried out in all the regions of the Netherlands 
Belgum, Luxembourg, and the part of France which we OCCUPY 

VIt is requested that subordinate services be informed. 


"Chief of the High Command," signed "Keitel". 


Under number 1303 I offer in evidence the Document PS-139, which 


coneerns Holland and is expressed in about the same terms. 

Under the number 130) I submit a copy of the Document 1)0-PS, which is 
an analogous order for Belgium. 

At the same time, by the decree of the 15th of July 1940, in order to 
carry out Keitel's orders, this decree concerning the protection of works 
of art was issued in the occupied territories. This decree appeared in the 
German official bulletin Vobif, number 3, at pages 49 and-following. I 
submit a copy of this decree under the number 1305, and I request the 
permission of the Tribunal to quote the two following paragraphs. 

The first paragraph: 

Wirt objects which can be moved will not be removed from the place where 
they are at present, nor modified in any way whatsoever without the written 


authorization of a superior commander of the Militaerverwaltung." 
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Subparagraph 3: 

“Moveable works of art of which the value exceeds a hundred thousand 
francs mst be declared by their owners, or those who have them in custody, 
in writing, up to August 15, 1940, They must make this declaration to the 
Foldkonumandatur who is competent, or to another authority appointed by the 
latter," 

If the Tribunal will recall the explanations which I had the honor to 
Give it two weeks age, they will remember that for private property, currency 
anà other wealth, the Germans had, at the same time, issued decrees which 
resembled blockade or immobilization. 

In this decree, which was destined to be known by the populations of the 
occupied territories -- it isn't concerned yet with placing in a safe place or 
confiscation, but merely immobilization and a statement of their existence, 
preparatory measures for the future spoliation and indications of the bad 
faith, which we should remember. 

Beginning with that period, seizures were carried out of the most famous 
French-Jewish art collections, seizures made under such conditions that they 
provoked numerous protests to the Armistice Commission at Wiesbaden. 

I submit in the Document Book, under the number 1306, a letter of the 
French Seeretary for Finance of the 18th of December 191, containing one of 
these protests. In order not to take up the time of the Tribunal I will not 
quote, but I will merely offer in evidence the document. 

4 delimination of the activity, or the competence, was not made between 
civil authorities and military authorities. There were conflicts and 
rivalries. Howéver, beginning with the month of March 191, the Rosenberg 
Special General Staff took the lead in these operations. It is possible to 
say that it enjoyed, from 1940 to 1944, a true monopoly as far as the 
confiscation of works of art was concerned, not only in Luxembourg, but in 
Belgium, in Holland, and in France. 

The Special General Staff of Rosenberg was an emanation of the Bureau of 
Foreign Policy of the Party. Hence, the first function, in theory, of the 


Special General Staff consisted in gathering political material which might be 
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exploited in the struggle against the Jewry and the “ree Masonry by the 

Hohe Schule, the Advance School, whose purpose Hitler defined in his order 
of January 29, 190. This is found in the American documentation under the 
number 136-PS, and -I offer it in evidence under the number 1308, in the 
form of a copye 

This document is very short, and I shall read it to the Tribunal: 

"The School of Higher Education" == 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘We Can't hear youe Would you repeat, please? 

M. GERTHOFFER: This is number 136-PS. 

THE PRESIDENT: And your number is 1308? 

M. GERTHOFFER: Yes. 

"The Higher School -- Hohe Schule -- one day is to become the very 
center for doctrinal research and National Socialist education. Its 
creation will take place after the war. Thus, to hasten the execution or 
the carrying out of the work which has begun, I order that Reichsleiter 
Alfred Rosenberg continue to direct these preparatory works, in the fist 
place, in the domain of research and the establishment of a library. Party 
organizations and state rganizations are required to give their aid in this 
taske 

"Berlin, 29 January", signed "Hitler," 

Entrusted with finding and seizing the Jewish collections in the 
occupied countries, the Special Staff of Rosenberg was not satisfied to 
pillage the private collections, but its activity applied to the seizure of 
many trusts, notably in bank safes. This is clear frm a passage of a documen 
which I submit under the number 1307, and from which I will read a passage, 
if the Tribunal permits. This is at page 2 of the translation, and it is 
also found in the brief: 

"26 February, 191, 

"Mr. Braumuller, acting in behalf of Mr. Rosenberg, seized two chests 
filled with art objects which had been inventoried and placed in the agency 
of the General Society at Arcachon and which was held in custody for 


Mr. Phillipe de Rothschild, who had not yet regained his French nationality 
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of which he had been deprivede' 


The field of activity of the Rosenberg Special General Staff was not 


limited to the pillage of Jewish property or the property of Masons. It 


rapidly seized everything which had to do with the artistic patrimony of the 


r 


occupied countries, patrimony which the Special General Staff appropriated 


per 


uy means which were always illegal, 
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This action cf the Rosenberg General Staff was inspired by the orders of 
the Defendant Goering. 

I submit, under the number 1309, a document discovered by the American 
Army and filed under the number 14l=-PS, It is an order of the Defendant 
Goering, dated Paris, 5 November 1940, which extended the activity of the 
Special General Staff, 

"To insure the preservation of works of art possessed by Jews, works of 
art which had been put in custody in the Louvre, the following measures are 
envisaged: 

"le Those among the works of art which the Fuehrer has taken as his 
own right to dispose of as far as further assignment is concerned, 

"2. The art objects which may serve to complete the collection of the 
Marshal of the Empire, 


"3. The art objects or collections which may be utilized by the 


universities in the general plan of Reichsleiter Rosenberg," 


THE PRESIDENT: I think this document has already been read, Me 
Gerthoffer, I think this document was read by Colonel Storey, 

M. GERTHOFFER: It is possible, Mr. President. 

I will skip over that document, then, 

I submit a copy of the order of the Defendant Keitel of September 1940 
under the number 1310, which is filed in the American documents as 138=PS. 
Here is the principal passage: 

"Complementing the order of the Fuehrer transmitted to Reichsleiter 
Rosenberg, Masonic Orders must be searched, as well as libraries and the 
archives of occupied countries, for objects of value to Germany, and these 
objects must be safeguarded by means of the Gestapo. In order to do this 
the Fuehrer has decided: 

"Reichsleiter Rosenberg, or his representative Reichshauptstellenleiter 
Ebert, has received from the Fuchrer personally exact instructions concerning 
the right of confiscation. He is authorized to transport into Germany 
objects which seem of value to him, and to place them in security, The 
Fuehrer has kept for himself the decision of their future use. You are 
requested to inform the competent services." 


The activities of the Rosenberg Special General Staff were multiple. 


“399 1— 





main NN 


Thus, for instance, on the 18th of December, 191, Rosenberg suggested to 
Hitler the seizure of Jewish property in the occupied territory of the West, 
to serve for the establishment of Party organizations in the regions of the 
East. 

THE PRESIDENT: It would help us, I think, when you are passing on in 
your expose, if you were to say that you were passing to such and such a page. 
We should then be able to go on with it, 

Will you do that? 

Me GERTHOFFER: Yese This is page lj of the brief, It isa copy of a 
document which was discovered by the American Army, which bears the number 
1-PS, which I offer in evidence in the form of a copy in the Document Book 
under the number 1311, 

"Everywhere in the East the Administration found conditions of life 
dreadful, and the possibilities of provisions are so limited that it is 
practically impossible to buy anything moree, That is why I request from the 
Fuehrer his approval for the seizure of all the furniture belonging to Jews 
who have fled, or these who are on the point of escaping from Paris, as in 
all the occupied territories of the West, to furnish, so far as possible, the 
Eastern Administration," 

We are now at the bottom of page 15, 


The Germans simulated their intention, and this is clear from the 


letter dated the 26th of February, 1942, addressed to the German Armistice 


Commission by the German military commander in France, of which I offer a 


photographic copy under the number 1312; and this is at page 16. 
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Here are a few extracts of this letter, "Taking into consideration the 
Special mission, of which the Rosenberg Special General Staff is instructed, 
which consists in Seizing the artistic property of the Jews, protests of the 
French Government against the acts of the Special General Staff are ‘still 
being presented to the OKH, and the reply is made to the French Government 
by an immediate decision, that is to say, the request is transmitted to the 
department concerned in Berlin for an examination of the decision," 

And further on in the same letter we read, "The mission of the Ros enberg 
Special General Staff must be as in the past kept secret, as far as the French 
authorities are concerned," 

A letter addressed to the departmental chiefs of the military adminis- 
tration in Paris of April 7, 1942, which I offer in evidence under the number 
1313, shows in the same direction--here is a passage, 

"Furniture belonging to Jews of English and American nationality will not 
be requisitioned for the time being, but only the furniture of Jews of German 
nationality; Jews who are nationals of the Nazi state partially or totally or 
those who have lost their nationality, The requisitioned ob jects become the 
property of the Reich, No receipt will be given, The right of third parties, 
particularly those of lessors or of owners of warehouses are Considered as null 
and void," 

anc further on in the same instructions, page seventeen of the brief, 
Sub-heading six. "The carrying out of the operations must be as discreet as 
possible, As for the requests coming from the local French authorities eon- 
cerning operations, it must be realizeg verbally that this is a punitive 
measure ordered by higher authority. Any supplementary explanation is super= 
flous," 

ànd further on: "Explanations to the press concerning the use of Jewish 
premises which had been left vacant for the moment are not consiccred opportune," 

Page nincteen in the brief I cite a very short passage of a letter dated 
June 18, 1942, signed by Roscnberg and addressed to the defendant Goering, I 
offer in evidence a copy of this letter uncer the number 1314, Here is the 
passage which I shall read to the Tribunal, Page twenty of the brief; page two 


of the document book, "Some time ago I approved the instructions given by the 
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chief of my Einsatzstab to Doctor Lohse and to Stabfuchrer Utikal, of the 
Office of Paintings, in order that he might be put at your Cisposal for the 
carrying out of your personal desires," 

I now come to a few explanations on the seizure operations on page 
twenty-two of the breif given at the first confiscation mde by the military 
authorities, "The Devisenschutzkommandco, the Germany Embassy, and the 
Special General Staff came on the scene only at a time in which the great 
collective seizures had alreacy been completed, The greatest part of the 
collections of Rothschild, Kann, Weil-Picard, and Wildenstein hac been seized 
onc. represented three-quarters of the tctal booty of the Special Gencral 
Staff." As far as the methods which were used to seize these works of art 
are concerned, I submit to the Tribunal 2 document which is a letter of the 
Secretary of French Finance, dated the 25th of October 1%1, I offur it in 
evidence under the nunber 1315; and in order not to abuse the time of the 
Tribunal I shall not read this cocument since it is quite probable that my 
colleague, who is concerned with individual culpability, will alluce to it. 
Page twenty-four of the written brief. 

THE PRESIDENT: How dco you prove the greater part of the collections of 
Rothschilc, Kann, Weil-Picard, and Wildenstein were confiscated in the middle 
of November 1940? What is the evidence of it? 

M. GERTHOFFER: This is from gencral information which was furnished by 
the Fine Arts Department, 

THE PRESIDENT: Have you put in a report of a government committee which 
states that? 

M. GERTHOFFER: No, I have not the report, I didn't think it was 
necessary to offer that in evidence; I thought that it would be acmitted that 
the collection of Rothschild was seized, 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think we can take judicial notice of it in the 
absence of some government report, and simply upon the Statement, 

M. GERTHOFFER: I think the question is not important, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the Tribunal ean not take any notice of statements 
which are not supported by evidence; therefore we shall disregard that state- 


ment, 
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M. GERTHOFFER: I think that the question will not be important, because 
Soon we will see that enormous quantities of works of art were stolen by the 
Germans, and it would be useless, The details are given by the owners, 

THE PRESIDENT: I see that I am informed that in te document 1015={PS, 
which is in your second document book, the facts are stated, I con't know 
whether you are going to make use of that cocument=——1323, 

M. GERTHOFFER: Number 1323 is the report of Doctor Seholz of the activ- 
ities of the Rosenberg General Staff, In this report details of quantities of 
work of art which were seized=< 

THE PRESIDENT: And it incluces the dates Octcber 1940 to auly 1944, ond 
incluces the Rothschild collection, I con't know whether it refegs also to the 
other collections which are mentioned in your exposé, 

M. GERTHOFFER: I will cite this ocument a little later on. 

THE PRESIDENT: I only intervened for the purpose of saying that we can 
not take any notice of statements of fact unless there is some evidenc} to 
Support them, 

M. GERTHOFFER: The seizures » page twenty-four of the--these operations 
were analogous to seizures, properly speaking, This operation was a very 
great work, It will be excessively long and it is very complicated considering 
the labor and the lack of order and the method, Objects were brought to the 
Museum of Jeu ce Paume and to the Louvre; often in one lot, They came from 
very diverse origins, which mde it impossible to inventory the scizures. A 
great quantity of material was classified as "Unknown" so far as origin was 
concerned, Nevertheless, in the report of the Rosenberg General Staff of the 
15th of April 1942, ciscovered by the American army, which is uncer the number 
172-PS, and of which I submit a copy uncer the number 1316, we can find the 
following passage, which concerns the detailed stuly of the seized mterial; 
it being a faithful account of the whole seizure operntions from the financial 
point of view, 

"The preparatory work was carried out in such a way, but once the general 
report had been made it might be considered as an incontestable document 
relating to a census operation and an operation of artistic scizures unique in 


its time in histr ye" 
-3995- 
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omne i stal war the pictures, : 
demnec, still represented a somm ws ed hie, ence Owe 


rein value; % ssrtnin exchange value which 


Was quite high, Thus, care” a 

private collections, és sully selected from the great collections ang in 
heading five of th, ese pictures were seize’, and as provided for in sub= 
German art sees ~ decree of November 5, 194, delivered to the French and 


left asig- wire. In addition to these c¢n le ined pictures others were 


Pict» = since they were of less interest fur official collections. These 
< es furnish the matter of numerous abuse. 


Now we argive at the classical works of &rt. Te are not concerned with 


Secret opuwrations which were the personal act of such=-andc=such members of the 


Rosenberg Service, but here we are concerned with official operations, Page 
twenty-seven, 


Two kinds of operations were currently carried out by the Special General 


Staff ,--exchanges and sales, 
Exchanges, In this subject, as an example, the deposition, page 27(b), 


of Mr. Gustav Roechling, received by Mr. Marcel Frapier, the examining 


magistrate, on January 6, 1943, I submit as document 317, This affidavit, of 


which I read an extract--"Gocring, the years 1941 and 1942, I exchanged 


different old pictures for eighty modern pictures delivered by Lohse who told 
& J t A 


me that these exchanges were carried out upon the order of Goering, and that 


these pictures which have been received were to be sent to Goering. I have 


learned since that 211 the pictures given in exchange were from the Gocri 
is s g 


collection, I delivered for exchange about thirty-five pictures, and perhaps 
> t 3 Į p 


more," 
This is confirmed by the defendant Rosenberg himself in the last lines of 
his report of April 15, 1943, filed under the number 172-PS ond already cited, 


anc of which I offer a copy under the number 1313, Here is the passage; 
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an interesting part of the report. 

"Upon the order of the Marshal of the Empire a certain number 
of these products of modern and degenerate French art were taken by 
the Parisian Art Commerce in exchange for pictures possessing a 
known artistic value. It is thus that under very interesting 
conditions there were acquired eighty-seven works of old Italian 
masters, Dutch or German old masters, having a high known value." 

Numerous works of art, and pictures especially, were sold by 
the representatives of the Rosenberg General Staff, some in France 
and others in Germany and in Switzerland. The calculation appears, 
if we think of the mmber of works of art which were in custody and 
which could be sold to persons and paid for in currency. 

I think nw that I shall give you some very short explanatory 
remarks for the justification which the Germans gave concerning 
this. Page 29 of the brief. These justifications are first, 
arrangements concerning the nature of the seizures. These are 
temporary measures for the preservation of the objects. The Count 
Metternich, the Chief of the Service and Artistic Collection in 
France on July 1940 to 1942 made this point very clear ina report, 
of which a copy is attached, which I submit under the number 1317. 
Here is a passage from this report. 

THE PRESIDENT: 1318, is it? 

M. GERTHOFFER: 1318, at the bottom of page 29 of the brief. 

“Beginning with my arrival in France I am able to take account 
of the different services which do not belong to the military 
administration and are interested in art objects which can be 
transported," 

And further in the same paragraph: "We do not provide for 
expropriation, but these objects were considered as pledges or 
guarantees for the future peace treaties." No instructions in great 
detail were published concerning the carrying out of this decree, 
and the expression "under guard" has not been interpreted. 
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The vague plan submitted various interpretations. According 
to some the seizure was only a temporary measure; but the question 
of permanent appropriation still hung high. For the Defendant 
Rosenberg the solution was simple. Expressed in his letter already 
cited of June 18, 1942, addressed to Goering, which I submittld just 
now under the number 1314, here is an important passage. 

"I think then, and you will be in agrecment with me on this 
point, that the artistic property seized from Jews must be 
considered as having been seized in behalf of the National Socialist 
Party. As far as the material for documentation is concerned, the 
Fuchrer has already decided that the material seized by the Special 
General Staff must be given to the higher school. It will also be 
necessary one day to give the works of art seized to the Party. 

Of course, the decision is to be left to the Fuchrer, but such 
arrangement will. be reasonable, given that the Party has paid for 
the battle against the Jews for twenty years. 

"These confiscations are henceforth no longer measures of 
preservation nor requisition, but a sort of booty which should come 
through the triumph of German people over the Jewish people, which 
has been considered beyond law." 

In a justification report requested by the Army commander and 
drawn up upon the order of the Defendant Rosenberg by the Chief of 
the Special General Staff Utikal in November 1941, the matter affirmed 
even this. I submit this report under the numbers 1319, 1320 and 
1321, and I make a short citation of the document 1321, page 31. 

“Measures of German reprisal against the Jews has also been 
their salvation in the law of nations. There is in the law of 
nations a recognized principle according to which one has the right 
to use in war the same concepts and to carry out the same reprisals 
which an adversary made use of. 

"Now, the Jews have in all, since time immemorial, formulated 


the Talmud and applied this principle that all non-Jews must be 
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considered as cattle, and subsequently are deprived of rights; and 
that the property of non-Jews must be considered as the thing which 
has been abandoned, that is to say, as having no master or owner." 

Thus, Gentlemen, the confiscations of the Special General Staff 
were sheltered behind this strange adherence to international law. 
It seems useless to discuss th2 value of this argument before the 
Tribunal. The Belgian, Dutch and French authorities' protest was 
based on the most elementary principles of international law, but 
always received brutal refusal. Page 32 of the brief. It would be 
Suitable, at any rate, to stipulate the greatness of these seizures. 
It is difficult to bring a total valuation, although Rosenberg 
himself on several occasions made an estimate of his booty. Ina 
letter to the press of the Schwarz Party, November 1, 1940, U.S. document 
bearing the number 1736-PS, and of which I offer in evidence a copy 
under the number 1322, Rosenberg considered at that date that the 
booty amounted to half a billion Reichmarks. The documents coming 
from the Special General Staff are rather numerous and precise enough 
to permit us to fix some quantitative data. The seizures of the 
artistic General Staff first. ‘The fundamental document is a report 
of Doctor Scholz dated July 1h, 1944, which is document 1015-PS, which 
was in part presented to the Court by Colonel Storey, and which I 
offer in evidence under the number LIR 

From this report I shall extract very brief information concerning 
the quantities of art objects which were seized. According to this 
report, 21,903 objects coming from 203 private collections were 
Seized, notably fron the collections Rothschild, Alphons Kann, 
David Weil, Levy de Benzion, and the Seligmann brothers. In that 
same report there was in the total 29 groat works out of 4,6l0-— 
page 34--,17) trucks. 

I shall not cite any more from this report, because my colleague 
will refer to this, 


THE PRESIDENT: Would that be a convenient time to break off? 
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(A recess was taken from 11.20 to 11.30 hours.) 

The special Rosenberg general staff was not only interested in 
paintings and objects of art, but also in books. Thus, it appears 
in the document discovered by the United States Army and registered 
under number 171-PS, of which I submit a copy under number 1324, 
that five hundred and fifty thousand volumes were seized in France. 

Holland, likewise, provided a heavy tribute of books. Rich 
libraries were taken. This appears in document 176-PS, discovered 
by the United States Army, of which I submit a copy under number 
1325. The value of the books amounted to thirty to forty million 
Reichsmarks. 

Likewise, it must be noted that from documents 178 and 171-PS, 
which I submit under number 1326, that archives were taken in the 
month of February 191. 

The Rosenberg staff likewise pillaged furniture. This appears 
in a note addressed by the Defendant Rosenberg to the Fuehrer, 
dated 3 October, 1942, submitted under number 1327, notably the 
following, which I read. 

"For the execution of the many actions there was created in 
Paris the Dienststelle Westen with directing organizations in Belgium 


and Holland in in France. This service has sent up to this day 


40,000 tons of furniture, freely utilizing all means of transport; 


boat and railroad. The Reichsminister has put a great part of this 
furniture, approximately 19,500 tons, at the disposal of war 
refugees," 


A copy of a Rosenberg report, dated November 
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1943, Document 1737-PS, dated Paris, of which I submit a copy under Number 


1328, indicates that in favor of the war refugees 52,828 Jewish domiciles 
were seized and placed umer seal. 

"The sending to bombed cities, including special missions, has made 
it possible to send 47,569 complete installations." 

Document L-188, found by the American Army is a report coming from 
the offices of the defendant Rosenberg, Document 8 of which I submit under 
Number 1329, shows that more than 79,619 Jewish lodgings were pillaged; 
that the furnishings included more than one million cubic meters, and 
which took 26,98) railroad cars to fill or 67), trains. 

In the same file there is a document which I submit under Number 
1330, which indicates that in Paris only 38,000 Jewish lodgings were 
emptiec of their contents, 

Document 1772-PS, which has alreacy been submitted uncer Number 1325, 
indicates that in Holland from Merch 1942 to July 1943, inclusive, 22,623 
lodgings were emptied of their contents anc. that it took 586 barges and 
178 freight cars to move this furnishing e 

These few figures undoubte y suffice to support the accusation of 
economic pillag¢, carried out in Western countries by the special staff of 
Rosenberg. 

As has already been said, although the mterial elements of violation 
are the same, there can be no question of simulating the pillaging -- 
as the history of this or that conqueror shows -- to compare that type 
of pillging with the pillaging which has been practiced by the defendants, 
What makes it impossible to make this analogy is the difference in 
intent, however delicate the analysis of it may bee The old pillaging, 
pillaging of wrks of art, may be traced above all to the vanity of a 
conqueror or to his sensibility, his taste, his love of glory, which 
plays the determining role in pillacinge No doubt it is possible to 
find the same feeling as the basis of the criminal activity of this or 
that defendante But here is the fundamental difference. In the value 
of such a painting or a given work cf art, the National Socialist leaders 


knowingly took account of the criteria of ideal wealth and that of the 
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exchange value whether it is a question of keeping a credit which could 
facilitate or at least serve as a means of pressure in negotiations of a 
future peace treaty, as the documents presented to the Tribunal show in 
several cases. 

Whatever the pretext or excuses advanced by the National Socialist 
leaders in seizing the artistic patrimony of Western Europe, either by 
theft from the museums or séigvre of the Jewish collections or even by 
direct purchases from the owners or from art dealers, the criminal intent 
is the same. The German motive was, undoubtedly, to set up a reserve of 
value, not for the satisfaction of an indivicual, but for the satisfaction 
of a. collective need in conformity with the might of the Greater Germany e 

There is also involved a reserve of value representing a triple ad- 
vantagee First of all a cultural acvantage, and an economic advantage 


in the second place. Here we have the basis of financial speculation 


and a reserve of value, easily exch=ngable on the world markets and 


finally, a reserve of fixed value, absolutely unresponsive to the fluc- 
tuations in the exchange of raw materials, which is not affected either 
by the deviations or by m netary manipulations; finally a reserve of 
value representing a political importance in the hands of negotiators 
of a peace treaty. 

The Defense will uncoubtedly object that the exchanges and the pwr- 
chases on the free market cannot be held against the defendants because 
of the fact ef their character of contracts and as a result of the agree- 
ment of wills and the existence of other parties to the negotiations. But 
the facts presented to the Tribunal make it possible to affirm that the 
operations have only the appearance of regular operations, when one 
looks at the conditions under which the contracts were drawn up or one 
considers the fact that the operations were made uncer the threat of violence 
or when one thinks of the rights of the other parties. 

The exchange constituted by the objects or the works of art that were 
stolen, the cunter=parts of sales regulated in national currency, came 
from more or less regular contributions, notably occupation indemity. 


Most of these purchases, from the point of view of the general principles 
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of criminal law, are affected by a double point of view, paid for with 
spoliated money on the one hand, the works of art having been sold, could 
not legitimately enter into the patrimony of those who acquired them. 
Violence, fraud, deceit, on the other hand, characterized an important 
part of the negotiations as is shown by numerous documents, such as the 
extract from the report of the interrogatory of Sir Gustav Rochlitz 

of 8 January, 196, which I quote and which is Number 1317, I should like 
to read a few passages, Rochlitz declares: 

"Lohse came to see me in February 1941. He told me that he was 
Aceking for pictures for different persons but chiefly for Goering. I 
presented to him a paiting by Wennix, which I owed and a portrait of 
a man by Titian which belonged twosthirds to Brichentski -=! 

THE PRESIDENT: A little more Slowly, please. 

Me GERTHOFFER: "=-~-which belonged two-thirds to Birchentski and 
one=third to me. Lohse bought them. Then ten days later he proposed to 
me instead of money to cffer some paintings in exchangee He considered, 
besides, that I had sold the paintings too dearly. The price was two 
million. He added that Goering had seen the paintings; that he did not 
want to pay for them at the agreed prices; that he had given the order 
to exchange them for modern paintings that came from Germany. 

"He showed me a certain number of paintings and offered me eleven 
of them in exchange for the two paintings. He would not let me look 
at the backs of the paintings," 

Further on, the same witness says the following: 

"I thought at that time that the paintings came from Germany, I 
found out Shortly after that these paintings and those later exchanged 
with Lohse were paintings confiscated from Jews. When I saw these paintings 
were confiscated paintings I protested and Lohse answered, "I am acting 
under the orders of Goeringe You have nothing to fear. These confisca- 
tions have been provided for by the Armistice Convention and the exchanges 
are perfectly regular," 

es ee | protested, he called me an enemy of the people." 

Never -= and this is the last remark I shall make on this subject -- 


never has history turnished an example of wholesale pillaging organized 
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on a basis so completely scientifice The Spoliation became in the 
cultural domain, with tle special General Staff, a recognized institution 
as in the economic domain, It became a recognized institution with the 
organization of the Economic Detachment of the ROGES, whose functioning 
has been presented to the Tribuna le 

This pillaging was organized by the highest persons of the Reiche 
My colleague, who will make the individual accusations, will come back 
to this. I shall simply submit a few more documents and submit a few 
more quotations on this point. , 
Alfred Rosenberg was the responsible chief of the General Staff. 


The orders emanated from him as shown in 
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the course of the interrogatory heard by Colonel Hinkel, and I submit a copy 
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of the interrogatory of 28 September, 1945 under Number 1392; 

The defendant Goering was the official protector of this General Staff of 
Rosenberg. He wrote himself on the 21 November, 1941, Document 1651=PS, which I 
submit under Number 1335, as follows: 

"I have done what was necessary to support energetically the work of your 
staff and to put at its disposal what you otherwise cannot obtain, notably the 
means of transport and personal guard, The Air Corps has received the order to 
give you all facilities,' 

There was discovered in France a sheet, gilded on the edges, These are 
instructions given by Goering in Paris, in unknown writing. It bears the date 
of 11 February, 191. I submit the original under Number 1333, I quote: 

"All the paintings marked 'Ht are for the Fuehrer," 

THE PRESIDENT: Has this been read already? 

Me GERTHOFFER: It has never as yet becn read, Mr. President, 

"Ne=One case marked !AHt for mee Everything that is marked" == 

THE PRESIDENT: Is this identified? 

Me GERTHOFFER: This was seized by the French authorities who transmitted 
it to us, 

THE PRESIDENT: Where is the identification to show this is the document 
identified by the French authorities? 

Me GERTHOFFER: This document was transmitted as it is with a series of 
documents, of which I have produced only a certain number e If the Tribunal 
wishes I can obtain a special authentication, 

THE PRESIDENT: I suppose there was probably a report cf the French 
authorities which probably sufficiently refers to this document, 

Me GERTHOFFER: The document was sent with a series of other documents; 
as they were extremely numerous, we took those that seemed the most important 
to present them to the Tribunal but if the Tribunal wishes, I can obtain an 
affidavit incicating under what conditions the document was discovered and that 
it was discovered by the French authorities. 

THE PRESIDENT: You see, the document hasn't anything on it to indicate 
that the French Governnent already found it nor that they have ever seen it and, 
therefore, the Tribunal doesn't consider that it is properly proved by mere 
introduction of the document without anything on the documente Perhaps you can 


furnish some supplementary proof, 
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Ms GERTHOFFER: I can have it identified, 

THE PRESIDENT: Very wellj 

Me GERTHOFFER: I can bring an affidavit to the Tribunal, 

THE PRESIDENT: Has the other document been certified? 

M. GERTHOFFER: The other document? I am sorry, I didn't hear that, 

THE PRESIDENT: Just leave it here, 

Me GERTHOFFER: The others have been certified individually but this 
formality can be carried out subsequently, 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think we must wait until this is properly 
identified, 

M. GERTHOFFER: I shall then pass to the reading of the document and I 
point out to the Tribunal that in all the countries of the West, Goering had 
a whole series of buyers, the best known of whom were Dre Lohse, who was a part 
of the special staff, and Hofer. Hofer and Lohse acted for the accused, for 


the defendant most often, however, under their com names, The personal 


collection of the Defendant Goering was notably enriched, I submit in this 


regard a document under No, 1332, which my colleague, in charge of personal 
and individual accusations, will refer to, 

Among the chief leaders of the Reich, who were connected with the pecial 
staff of Rosenbergs it must be mentioned that the Defendant Ribbentrop in his 
capacity as Minister of Foreign affairs, it was von Ribbentrop whe was 
responsible for the order of the Fuchrer of 30 January 1940, which I presented 
a while ago under No, 1301 and which I read to the Tribunal, Ribbentrop's 
activity is shown likewise ina letter of L July 1940, addressed by Abetz, to 
the Military Commander of Paris, a copy of which I deposit under No, 1334. TI 
submit furthermore == 

THE PRESIDENT: What is this document 133)? 

M. GERTHOFFER: 133)? 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but what is the document? 

M. GERTHOFFER: It is a copy of a letter addressed to the Military 
Commander of Paris by Ambassador Abetz, page 56 of the presentation. I can 
read it to the Tribunal, if it Wishese It shows Ribbentrop!s activity. 

"I beg you to please have transmitted by radios..." 

THE PRESIDENT: What does this mean at the top of the document "COL, 
Bureau of! an 
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Me GERTHOFFER: This seal? It is the seal of the office which seized 
the letter, 

THE PRESIDENT: Docs the French Government in any way certify this 
document? You see, we don't know what that stamp on it means, 

Me GERTHOFFER: That was sent to me by the Agency of the General--That 
is a registry numbering, 9,02. 

THE PRESIDENT: I see what that is, but it doesn't of itself show that it 
is a French document, does it? Is there any French Government report, 
anything which could be gonsidered to be within the meaning of the article 
of the Charter, an official Government document or report, or an act or a 
document set up by the Government itself? Unless it comes within Article SL, 
we are not at liberty to consider it as evidence, unless there is an affidavit 
which deals with it. 

M. GERTHOFFER : I do not insist on the submission of this documente The 
activity of Ribbentrop as Minister of Foreign Affairs is show by other 
documents, It is a superfluous bit of evidence, I therefore do not insist 
on presenting it. 

THE PRESIDENT: If you find that there is some Government report which 
identifies it, anything which proves that that stamp on it shows that it is a 
Government document within Article 31, then of course you may renew your 
application, 

Me GERTHOFFER : I think that it is not necessary, Mre President. I think 
that the case has been sufficiently proved. The activity -- 

THE PRESIDENT: One moment} You are passing over that document, then, 
one three double three? Is it in 1336? 

Me GERTHOFFER: 3h. 

THE PRESIDENT: 3h, very well, 

Ie GERTHOFFER : The document 1336 is composed of a series of orders, the 
reports of the army and of the special service, described in document 1015=FS, 
which were submittede The provisions of execution concerning the cooperation 
with the army will be prescribed by the chief of the hich command of the arny 
after acreement with the Reichsleiter Rosenbergs I shall not insist on the 
responsibility of the Defendant Keitel, My colleague, who will deal with 
indivicual indictments, will bring this out; and to hasten the case, I shall 


simply mention that the Defendant Seyss-Inquart bears the heavy responsibility 
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in the pillaging of works of art in Holland, H0054 —0 


I now come to the conclusion of my presentation. Whatever were the 
markets, whoever were the purchasers as concerns the transfer of works of art, 
the motive is the same, the methods are the same. It is difficult to 
conceive that identical acts of pillaging committed simultaneously in all the 


occupied countries of Western Europe were not the result of a single will, 
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a pitiless will to domination in all fields, which expressed itself inthe 
concern to give a legal appearance to the most irregular acquisitions. This 
is proved by the numerous declarations by the Defendants, as they have been 
submitted to the Tribunal, a will to domination in the cultural field which is 
expressed in the will to extend the action of confiscation to ever-neow 
regions, a will to despoil the occupied countries which was manifested to the 
very last hours of the occupation, and this will be my last reading before the 
Tribunals This is Document 1060-PS. I put this in the document book under 
No. 1346. I read it. It is extremely brief: 

"14 August, 1944. Mission. The Section Chief, Dr. Lehse and Dr. 
Roechlitz, of my special staff for the occupied territories, are charged with 
transporting from the Jeu de Paume Museum and the Louvre, by all means still 
availeble, the works of art put in security, on application of the FAchrer's 
order and which are still in Parise The Empire of the Marshal of the Great 
Reich has recently put the two above-named at the disposal of the special 
staff until the completion of this mission. This has been done by means of 

notification, dated 13 August, 1944. I her to assure the two secti 
ai] the necessary protection." 
ər may be the reasons of a juridical nature advanced by the Germans 
-retyf the seizures of Jewish property, this property has never lost the 
nyivere propertye They have in this respect remained guaranteed 
the Hasue Convention and notably by Article 46, The seizure 
srorerty ernst ia particular be explained as a measure of protection 
ciruumstances since, for France at least, the French 
aà position to take all necessary monsurcse 
servei for the National Socialist rulers, the documents 
*“Siclontly their intentions and their planse 

lng Defonse will undoubtediy object that important treasures from the 
occupied territories were not taken to Germany. If such an argument were to 
be presented, I should answer: first, for various reasons, the occupyine 
authorities did not have the possibility, since they barely had time to 
centralize, to inventory, and transport the numerous objects of art in the 


occupied countries. Second, it is obvious that the occupyinr, powers seized 
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by priority the private works of art which are in general easily negotiable, 
even in neutral countries: whereas, the National works of art are in a sense 
beyond the realm of commerce and in any case are difficult to negotiate, to 
buy and sell in foreign cowmtries,. 

It may also be claimed, perhaps, that a great part of the works of art, 
having been found, the removal of these can hardly be considered a serious 
offensee You will consider, gentlemen, that if many works of art have been 

found by the Allied armies, usually in places of concealment, the reprehensible 
act which is held against the defendants nevertheless subsists. In fact, 
these works of art have been found against their will and thanks to the 
victory of the Allied armies. The crime was therefore entirely consummated at 
the moment of their discovery. It emerzes from this declaration that it is 
chiefly works of art of private individuals, Belsioms, Dutch, and French, 
qualified most often as Jews by the occupying power, which were looted; and 
this, with the obvious aim of procuring, in addition to a private satisfaction, 
property of great value from the economic point of view against the principles 
of international law. These acts of pillaging were often accompanied by 
aggravating circumstances, by constant threat of violence. In the occupied 
countries, the looting of works of art, thus appears in consequence as a form 
of economic pillaging in general and the defendants must answer for this before 
your hich jurisdiction. 

TEE PRESIDENT: Before you fo, gentlemen, could you tell me what document 
FA=20, 21, and so forth, refers toe There is an inscription which is on these 
various documents. If you look at document 1333, or 1334, you will see that 
on the copies that are before us, there is an inscription "International 
Military Tribunal," and then the "Fronch Deleration, the Public Ministry, 
Economic Section," and then"LVR, Document FA 21", ond "Document FA=20", 

Now, what is document PA 21, what is the document FA-20? 

Me GERTHOFFER: It is an order number. It is 1334, which the Tribunal 
had rejected. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but what is Document FA#20 or Yocument FA#21, what 


does it mean? 
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M. GERTHOFFER: It is the order numbers which had been given to this 
document in the series of documents whioh were received. It has no importance 

THE PRESIDENT: You mean that it is put in as a number given by you or 
it is given by the Economic Section? 

Me GERTHOFFER: It is a number which the Economic Section gave to it. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, they, if that shows it is the number piven to 
this document by the Economic Section, if does identify the document as a 
document of a public nature. 

Me GERTHOFFER: We had likewise riven to the document, which I quoted 
a while aro, a number which was === 

TE PRESIDENT: Document FA#21, 1334, 

Me GERTHOFFER: We likewise rave it a number. 

THE PRESIDENT: I see, the Economic Section is merely a section of 
the French prosecution. 


M. GERTHOFFER: Yes, it is a section of the French prosecutions 
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THE PRESIDENT: Me Mounier, 

Me MOUNIER? Mr. President, Your Honors, and the High International 
Tribunal, I have the honor to appear before your high jurisdiction in order 
to submit before it the conclusions of the French prosecution concerning the 
responsibilities incurred individually by the defendants present before this 
Tribunal, By virtue of the distribution of the various tasks impendi ng 
upon each of the four nations according to the indictment placed in accusation 
by the charter of 8 August 1945, which agreements have been arrived at by the 
four delegations of the French prosecution in the presentation which it has 
made, it has been particularly concerned with the Study of war crimes 
constituting the Third Count of the Indictment; that is to say, of those 
committed by the defendants in France, and in the countries situated in the 
west of Europe, and in the course of war operations, or of German occupation, 

It arises quite naturally that in the explanations that are to 
follow, the cases of certain defendants will be left aside, since their 
responsibility will have been established by the other delegations, more 
particularly involved in the crimes which the defendants committed, and 


which correspond to the First, Second and Fourth Counts of the Indictment, 


However, the French prosecution intends to join in the accusations thus made 


by the other delegations against the defendants, which concerns notably 
in regard to the defendant von Neurath and the defendant von Ribbentrop, 

The French Delegation associates itself entirely with the presentation 
made against them by Sir David Maxwell-Fyfe. The same is true as concerns 


the defendants Hess, Kaltenbrunner , Funk, Bormann, Frick, von Schirach, 


Streicher, Raeder, Doenitz and Fritzsche, 


Moreover, lr, President and your Honors, we should like in this 
brief presentation to depart from the order in which the defendants appear 


in the Indictment, and in the Dock, and this is for reasons of clarity, 


It appears desirable in presenting certain ones of the chiefs of the National 


Socialist Conspiracy under the angle of the war crimes committed in the west 


to show how they altered into actions their philosophical, political, economical 


and finally military conceptions which they had proclaimed, This is the order 


which is thus determined or acknowledged we shall expound the Case of the 
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defendants. 

Moreover, the defendants, because of the rule adopted by the Tribunal 
Concerning the procedure, which is meant to be followed in this case, all 
the defendants have not as yet been heard in person in their oral explanations, 
and the hearing of most of the witnesses, at least the important witnesses, 
has not as yet taken place, this is why the French prosecution reserve 
themselves with the authorization of the Tribunal, or the privilege of completin 
later its brief with regard to the defendants taken individually on the one 
hand, and the groups under the accusation of international indignity 

To be sure this presentation will be carried out so it will be 
presented with all desirable moderation, the French Delegation is anxious 
to avoid as far as possible any undue . lengthening of the session. The 
Tribunal has had put before it an imposing number of documents. Their 
reading, which was presented first of all for its own information, and then for 
that of the defense, and, finally, it must be said for that of the world 
public opinion, has taken up a very considerable time already. This is why 
with the permission of the Tribunal we shall abstain as much as possible from 
Submitting before it more ample documents, and unless written evidence has 
already been furnished by the American, British and French Prosecutions, which 
joined to those which will be submitted by the prosecution for the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics will permit the Tribunal to assure itself as 
to the guilt of the defendants. 

We shall therefore content ourselves as to the general rule with 
Citing documents already produced in order to connect the evidence with that 
which we shall bring forward as evidence, already furnished, 

I should like, however, Mr, President, before entering upon the 
case of the defendants, whom I wish to accuse individually, I should like to 
Say w word about a question of a very general nature. It would be vain to 
Conceal from oneself a certain part of an opinio 


n of not the least inquiring 


in the old as in the new world, and has shown Some surprises in seeing that 


Indic tm 


ent, which as its basis for the present prosecution denounces in a 


collective manner the criminal character of certain organizations, such as 


the Reichsregierung, and the Corps Leadership Corps of the National Socialist 
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Party of the SS, including the SD, the Gestapo, the SA » the General Staff, 
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and the High Commands. 

In this regard the Tribunal has been good enough to invite the 
various prosecutions to present written memoranda to establish the basis of 
the imputation which the Indictment brings forth, but may I be allowed, before 
a more Complete memorandum is presented before your Tribunal, to present to 
the Tribunal a few ideas which it seems to me need to be recalled here, 

Seems that this concept of collective responsibility of the various groups is 
parallel with that conspiracy which Constitutes the other main idea of the 
Indictment, 

There is no doubt that as concerns this idea of the conspiracy, which 
is featured in the Indictment, there can be no doubt that one finds first 
of all in the acts of the defendants the mystery which generally accompanies 
any conspiracy of whatever nature, and that the various documents already 
presented for the Tribunal are sufficient to show the existence of all the 
elements making itpossible to affirm that the defendants, their co-authors, and 
their accomplices had in effect conceived and carried out the fraudulent 
activity which was to enable them to disturb the peace of the world by means 
contrary to the laws of war, international law, and international morality, 

It is not to be doubted, notably, that the Nazi leaders had conferred 
a secret character upon all their meetings, whether they were regular and 
administrative in nature, or, whether they were occasional and outside of the 
regular kind. This is a fact within itself of being normal; thus, one may 
isolate from all the others, but added to ail the other elements in the case, 
it clearly shows the guilty intent of the conspirators for only this absolute 
Secrecy, his condition of use of criminal means, which we shall have to trace, 

I shall remind the Tribunal, moreover, that very often as concerned 
the orders which were transmit ted very often, it happened that certain 
paragraphs were erased, particularly as to regional traces, This is a fact 
which, notably, the defendant Hermann Goering recognized in the course of 


i nterr ogations, This fact confidentially shows the intent not only to act in 


the greatest of secrecy, but also the intention to do away with any traces of 


what had taken place, 
Loh 
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If it were possible to transpose an operation which was used in the 
course of the war of 1914-1918, in connection with the destruction of certain 


Ships of the Allies, as concerned this paragraph, it would be a case of what 


would be called "Spurloses verschwinden," which means "The disappearance which 


leaves no trace," 
Moreover the proof of fraudulent conspiracy results from the 
eminently criminal character of the decision taken in the secret council. 


THE PRESIDENT: Now would it be convenient for counsel t break 


off at this time? 
M. MOUNIER: Sir? 
THE PRESIDENT: Would it be convenient for counsel to break off now? 
Me MOUNIER; I am at the disposal of the Court, 
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 


(Noon recess was taken from 1250 to 1h00 hours ) 
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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of the 
United States of America, the French Re- 
public, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britian and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
apainst Herman Wilhelm Goering et al, 
Defendants sittin? at Nurnberp Germany, 


on 6 February 1946, 1400-1700, Lord 
Justice Lawrence presiding: 

(A recess was taken from 1300 to 1525 hours.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Mounier, owing to technical difficulties we will not 
be able to continue the sitting this afternoon beenuse the technical difficultic 
we are advised, cannot be remedied for some hours, and under those circum- 
stances the Tribunal thinks it better to adjourn now. But the Tribunal hopes 
that you will be able tomorrow to conclude the case on behalf of the French 
prosecution, and that the case against the defendant Hess would be presented on 
behalf of the British Prosecutione Do you think that will be possible? 

M. MOURNIER: I hope I will answer you, siri I thank you for your speech, 
and I assure you that I will be ready to continue the indictment on hehnif of 
the French prosecution, and thet we will manage every possibility for the 
British delegation to expound the case against Hessi 

THE PRESIDENT! The translation will now be given of what I said into 
French, German, and Russians 

(The translation was given into French, German, and Russian, ) 

M. MOUNIER:: I understand, Mr, President, and I shall ret in touch with 
the British prosecution and we shall arranze to conclude that part of the case 
tomorrow, 

(The translation was riven into Enelish, German, and Russian, ) 

THE PRESIDENT: Sir David Maxwell-Fyfe, do you wish to say anythine? 

SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFE: No, Mr Lord. We are ready to go on with the 
presentation against the defendant Hess, ond we think that it should take two 


end a half hours, approximately. 


(The translation was given into German, Russian, and French.) 


(“hereupon at 1530 hours the hearing of the Tribunal adjourned to 


reconvene at 1000 hours on 7 February 1946.) 


-4016 œ 





